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‘T'o the Editor: | o 5 :
-The Algerian ansalogy to thoé
 Vietnam dilemma which - Dr.
i John Frénster so admirably pre<, j
3 gented in his letter publmhed‘
‘June 20 concludes with thesd}
ﬁﬁwordS' “. .. de Gaulle . . .
W has found that a national con-’
T sensus can only be secured by{
; & willingness to spend an initial*
& popularity for what all human-§
" ity knows to be needed.”
# Exactly. And the implica,tion
48 that a similar willingness is
greatly' to be desired on the:
o part of the present. Adminlstraa,d
f tion in Washington.
y But such willingness will de-f
-mand an entirely new kind of
‘courage: the courage which per4?
ceives and declares that in this';
. .  nuclear age it is the contain-d -
@ e e | - ¥ ment of war itself, and not the: -
: b - containment . of Communism,%
%whlch must b_e the chief objec<}
'tive of our forcign policy. (‘om,'?; .
7inumsm srows out of war; freg-
idom does mot. Or, as Norman{
4'I‘homas has put it, "Liberty will4
. /not rise seréucly from‘any shel.
" {ters to view. the agonicy of the; i
ldying end . the corpses ‘of tHg’
Eead ” The old choice’ whichy
ometintes ‘e\xsted. betweeng <
‘peace and frecdom is no longer ;
yalid. - IR B
“Losmg face,” “appeasement "y
"defeatism " “paper tiger” are
;ugly epithets which ‘no govema
iment likes to have hurled at it.
;But those responsible for oury
;policy in Vietnam today and fo-
‘morrow ‘must be brave enough;
Fto suffer thém if.onr, humamty§
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s to have aiy future ‘whatso-
ever. DRI
; Unfortunately, the profﬂes of?
jsuch cotirage are not complc o
Jous “today - either  in - the’ smto."'ﬂ ;
.,’Department Lhe. Pentag&n, thd
‘CLA, or the Whito: Houqq.,z _,,_
Mhere mankind's vfa}o ls cu )
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